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^ INTERNATIONAL PREI^^ARY EXAMINATION REPORT IJtti^l application No. 

| PCT/NZ2003/000262 

I. Basis of the report — -— __ 

1 . With regard to the elements of the international application:* ■— — — _____ 
|X[ the international application as originally filed. 

I | the description, pages , as originally filed, 

pages , filed with the demand, 

pages , received on with the letter of 

[ | the claims, pages , as originally tiled, 

pages , as amended (together with any statement) under Article 19, 

pages , filed with the demand, 

pages , received on with the letter of 

I I the drawings, pages , as originally filed, 

pages , filed with the demand, 

pages , received on with the letter of 
the sequence listing part of the description: 

pages , as originally filed 

pages , filed with the demand 

pages , received on with the letter of 

2. With regard to the language, all the elements marked above were available or furnished to this Authority in the language in 
which the international application was filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. ' 
These elements were available or furnished to this Authority in the following language which is: 

| | ^e language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search (under Rule 23.1(b)). 
| | the language of publication of the international application (under Rule 48.3(b)). 

I | the language of the translation furnished for the purposes of international preliminary examination (under Rules 55.2 
and/or 55.3). 

3. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application, the international 

preliminary examination was carried out on the basis of the sequence listing: 
Qj contained in the international application in written form. 

| | filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

| | furnished subsequently to this Authority in written form. 

| 1 furnished subsequently to this Authority in computer readable form. 

I I ^ statement that the subsequently furnished written sequence listing does not go beyond the disclosure in the 
international application as filed has been furnished. 

I I The statement that the information recorded in computer readable form is identical to the written sequence listing has 
been furnished 

4 * CH The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 

| | the description, pages 

the claims, Nos. 

| | the drawings, sheets/fig. 

5. This report has been established as if (some of) the amendments had not been made, since they have been considered to 
go beyond the disclosure as filed, as indicated in the Supplemental Box (R ule 70.2(c)).** 

Replacement sheets which have been furnished to the receiving Office in response to an invitation under Article 14 are referred to in this 
report as "originally filed" and are not annexed to this report since they do not contain amendments (Rules 70. 1 6 and 70.17). 

* * Any replacement sheet containing such amendments must be referred to under item 1 and annexed to this report 
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V. Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; citations 
and explanations supporting such statement 

1. Statement 



Novelty (N) 


Claims 


1 to 26 


YES 




Claims 




NO 


Inventive step (IS) 


Claims 


1 to26 


YES 




Claims 




NO 


Industrial applicability (IA) 


Claims 


lto26 


YES 




Claims 




NO 



2. Citations and explanations (Rule 70.7) 
Citations 

Dl - US 2002/0078034 Al (CHO et al ) 20 June 2002 
D2 - GB 238845Q A (HEWLETT PACKARD) 12 November 2003 
D3 - WO 2001/027816 Al (BEA SYSTEMS) 19 April 2001 
D4 - WO 2000/008568 Al (DRYKEN TECHNOLOGIES) 17 February 2000 
D2 to D4 are deemed representative of the state of the art, cited 'A' in the ISR. 

Novelty (N) of Claims 1 to 26 

Claims 1 to 26 are novel when compared to prior art documents Dl to D4 as none of these disclose all of the 
essential features of the claimed invention. 

For instance Dl (see figure 1 and paragraph 10) does not teach an assessment by the query response software of 
whether the delivered information can be successfully employed by the user. This distinguishes the claimed 
invention from systems which rely upon user input to determine whether the delivered information is useful. 
This assessment of relevance inherently involves integers which cannot be implied from the citations. 

Inventive Step (IS) of Claims 1 to 26 , 

Claims 1 to 26 contain an inventive step when compared to Dl to D4 in the light of common general knowledge 
for similar reasons as above. 



Industrial Applicability (IA) of Claims 1 to 26 

The claimed invention has industrial applicability in the field of information technology. 
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Certain documents cited 



I . Certain published documents (Rule 70. 1 0) 

Publication date 



Application No. 
Patent No. 



(day/montli/year) 



Filing date 
(day/month/year) 



Priority date ( valid claim) 
( iay/month/year) 



P,A GB 2388450 



12 November 2003 



29 April 2003 



8 May 2002 



This citation is mentioned in Box V 



2. Non-written disclosures (Rule 70.9) 

Kind of non- written disclosure Date of non-written disclosure Date of written disclosure referring to 

(day/month/year) non-written disclosure 
. __ (day/montli/year) 
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Vm. Certain observations on the international application 

The following observations on the clarity of the claims, description, and drawings or on the question whether the claims are fully 
supported by the description, are made: 

i 

1. Claims 1 to 26. 

The claims are unclear as to what 'identity information' actually identifies. For instance it is not clear whether 
it identifies a user, a particular query or something else. 

2. Claim 21 is unclear. 

The claim is for a 'method of information retrieved adapted to execute the steps [...]' which makes the noun 
ambiguous. Perhaps this should be a 'method of information retrieval' 
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